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INTRODUCTION

This guide was developed to assist educators in understanding and using the Spring 2007 Michigan Merit
Examination (MME) results.

Because the MME is new for Spring 2007, all of the reports are also new. The Michigan Department of
Education (MDE), Office of Educational Assessment & Accountability (OEAA), has attempted to create MME
reports that are as similar as possible to the previous High School MEAP reports. However, the MME is a
considerably different assessment program than the MEAP, so there are some key differences in reports.

The reports prepared for the MME include both individual level reports (Parent Report Pamphlets,
Individual Student Reports, Student Rosters, and Student Record Labels) and aggregate level reports
(Demographic Reports, Summary Reports, and Comprehensive Reports).

The aggregate reports are intended to reflect the data needed to meet the expectations of state and
federal legislation. In accordance with these mandates, separate aggregate results are provided for the
following three student population groups: all students, students with disabilities, and all except students
with disabilities.

Reports sent included in District and School packets are listed in the table on the next page. Included in
the table is a brief description of each report, a list of the student populations represented in the report,
and the report distribution. Detailed descriptions and key components of the reports are provided in
Section 3 of this document as well.

The Office of Educational Assessment and Accountability welcomes your comments and feedback. We are

committed to providing Michigan educators, parents, and other stakeholders an assessment program of
the highest quality and reliability.

Michigan Merit Examination 1 Guide to Reports Spring 2007



Spring 2007 MME Report List

Report Title Type............. Sent To Description
MME scale scores, MME performance levels, and
Student Roster | Student ........ School detailed information by MME strand for each student on
the roster (with a separate report for each subject)
Student Record Student school MME scale scores and MME performance levels by
Label | "7 T subject in label format for student record folders
MME scale scores, MME performance levels, MME strand
Parent Report | Student .......... School scores, ACT scores, and WorkKeys scores by subject
Individual MME scale scores, MME performance levels, MME strand
Student ........ School scores, MME constructed response item scores, ACT
Student Report .
scores, and WorkKeys scores by subject
. School .......... School, District | MME mean scale scores and MME percentages in each
Demographic L L . .
Report* District ......... District performance level by subject for demographic
State............ ** subgroups with 10 or more students
school ... School, District MME mean scale scores, MME percentages in e_ach
Summary . . performance level, MME strand score frequencies, and
District ......... District . .
Report™* State e MME constructed response item score frequencies by
............ subject
MME mean scale scores and MME percentages in each
performance level by subject. District reports display
Comprehensive | District ......... District one row of data for the district and one row for each
Report ISD.............. *x school in the district. 1SD reports display one row of

data for the ISD and one row for each district in the
ISD.

* Separate reports are produced for three groups:
(1) all students
(2) students with disabilities
(3) all except students with disabilities.
** Produced only in PDF form for retrieval from State web sites.
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SECTION 1: SCORING

There are several scores that are reported on the Michigan Merit Examination (MME) for each subject.
Students also receive a score for each item they complete. The criteria for scoring individual items are set
by Michigan educators for the Michigan components. The criteria for scoring individual items on the ACT
and WorkKeys are set by ACT, Inc., the developer of the ACT and WorkKeys.

Definitions

Item Scores (MME)

There are two types of items on the MME, Multiple Choice (MC) and Constructed Response (CR). Item
scores are used to create strand scores and used in the statistical models that result in scale scores. Item
scores are treated the same in the statistical model used to create scale scores whether the items come
from the ACT, WorkKeys, or the Michigan components of the MME.

Multiple Choice Item Scores (MME)

The majority of the MME is comprised of MC items. On these items, students select one of four options,
only one of which is a correct response to the item. Students who select only the correct option receive a
score of one (1) on a multiple choice item, while students who select other options or did not respond
receive a score of zero (0). Multiple-choice items are scored by computer.

No individual MC item scores are reported on any reports because of security requirements of the ACT and
WorkKeys.

Constructed Response Iltem Scores (MME)

Two items on the MME are CR items: the ACT writing prompt and the Michigan social studies writing
prompt. On these items, students are presented with a prompt indicating what they should write about
and how the responses will be scored (see scoring rubrics following these definitions). Each individual
student’s response is scored according to the scoring rubric.
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On the ACT writing prompt, attainable scores range from 2-12 for scored responses. Dashes (--) are
reported where student responses were not scorable, as well as a condition code indicating why the
response was not scorable. Where applicable, comment codes are also reported indicating the reasons
that individual students received the scores they did.

On the Michigan social studies writing prompt, two raters independently score each student’s response for
social studies content on a scale from 0-5. In addition, two other raters independently score each
student’s response for writing content on a scale from 0-6. Responses that are not scorable are given a
score of zero (0), and a condition code is reported indicating why the response was not scorable. Where
applicable, comment codes are also reported indicating the reasons that individual students received the
scores they did.

All constructed-response items requiring extended written responses are evaluated by human scorers.

The technique used in English language arts (ELA) is holistic scoring, the most widely used scoring method
for large-scale assessments. Guided by precise criteria, scorers review a response for an overall or ‘whole’
impression and assign a score. The technique used in social studies is analytic scoring in which responses
must meet specific criteria. Extensive professional practice and research have refined and validated the
critical steps that ensure consistency in scoring. Because these are large-scale, high-stakes assessments,
OEAA staff have taken every step possible to minimize scoring subjectivity.

Pearson Educational Measurement (PEM) has been hired as the contractor for the handscoring of the
Michigan social studies prompt. ACT, Inc. is responsible for the handscoring of the ACT writing prompt.

Because of the proprietary nature of the ACT writing prompt and the ACT handscoring process, they
cannot be reviewed in detail here. However, the PEM process has been designed collaboratively by PEM
and by OEAA. In that process, scorers receive extensive training and must pass a qualifying test before
being permitted to score student responses. During the scoring process, periodic quality control checks
are in place to ensure that scorers are evaluating responses consistently.

There are a number of control measures taken to promote scoring consistency and quality. On the MME,
every constructed-response is read and evaluated by at least two scorers. The second scorer never sees
the score given by the first scorer. If the first and second scores are not within one point of each other,
the response is sent to a third scorer with more training and experience for resolution. However, the
training and qualifying processes are so thorough that third readings are infrequent.
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Scorers are trained to evaluate writing, not writers. Scorers are trained to ignore extraneous factors such
as neatness and to focus on the strengths of responses rather than the weaknesses.

CR item scores are reported on individual student and aggregate reports.

Scale Scores (MME)

MME scale scores are calculated for each subject: reading, writing, mathematics, science, and social
studies. The overall MME ELA scale score is the average of the reading and writing scale scores. Itis
typically not appropriate to compare scale scores from different subjects.

MME scale scores are created from statistical models that make use of individual student scores on
Multiple Choice (MC) and Constructed Response (CR) items to model students’ overall achievement on
each subject. MME scale scores are equated from year to year and form to form, meaning that any
differences in the difficulty of items from one year to the next or from one form to the next are accounted
for in the statistical model. MME scale scores from the same subject can be compared against each other
regardless of the year or form of the MME the student took.

The MME scale scores are explained in greater detail in section 2 of this Guide to Reports.

Strand Scores (MME)

MME strand scores are reported as the number of points earned in a particular sub-content area (e.g. the
number of points earned in “probability and discrete mathematics” as a sub-content area of mathematics).
Unlike scale scores, the strand scores are not equated from year to year. Therefore, strand scores cannot
be compared from year to year. In addition, the items from one strand may be of very different difficulty
than the items from another strand, so it is not appropriate to compare scores from different strands
within the same year.

Strand scores from within the same subject can be validly interpreted in relationship to the average strand
score. For example, for a student who scores far above the average score on one strand, but far below
the average score on another strand, it is reasonable to interpret the scores as indicating that the student
has greater needs in the strand where he or she scored far below average.

Michigan Merit Examination 5 Guide to Reports Spring 2007



Performance Levels (MME)

A performance level is a range of scale scores that corresponds to student achievement levels. The MME
student achievement levels are (1) Exceeded Michigan standards, (2) Met Michigan standards, (3) Basic
Understanding, and (4) Apprentice. The divisions between the levels are called cut scores.

The cut scores are recommended by a panel comprised of educators and other stakeholders throughout
the state. This panel uses detailed descriptions of what students in each of the performance levels should
know and be able to do. Based upon these detailed descriptions and actual assessment items, the panel
recommends the score that best separates each performance level from the next to the Michigan
Superintendent of Public Instruction. The Michigan State Board of Education approves the final cut scores
and performance level ranges.

The performance levels can be reasonably compared across subjects to indicate whether students are
meeting Michigan performance expectations in each subject.

ACT Scores

The ACT composite score is an overall college readiness score that is created from the ACT scores in
English, Reading, Mathematics, and Science. The ACT overall, English, Reading, Mathematics, and
Science scores all range from 1 to 36.

The ACT Writing score is derived from the scores on the writing prompt administered as an add-on to the
regular ACT assessment. It is scored from 2-12 for student responses that are scorable, and is scored as
dashes (--) for responses that are not scorable (along with a condition code indicating why the response
was not scorable).

WorkKeys Scores

The WorkKeys scores are indicators of work readiness in applied mathematics and reading for information.
The scores range from <3 to 7. The WorkKeys scale cannot reliably distinguish between students scoring
less than a 3. For this reason, a <3 symbol is reported for all students with scores of less than 3.
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Scoring Rubrics
The Michigan social studies persuasive civic writing prompt is scored for both social studies and writing

content. The rubrics used for scoring this item are provided on the following pages. The ACT extended
writing prompt rubric is not presented here because it is proprietary information of ACT, Inc.
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Michigan Merit Examination

English Language Arts Scoring Rubric

Points

Description

6

The response takes a position on the issue in the prompt, shows clear understanding of that issue, and
maintains focus across the response. The position is supported thoroughly and consistently with specific,
logical reasons and/or examples. The response may demonstrate insight and complexity by evaluating
various implications of the position and/or by responding to arguments that differ from the writer’s position.
Organization is well controlled, with a logical sequence of reasons and strong transitions and relationships
among reasons. The response shows a good command of varied, precise language that supports meaning.
Few, if any, errors distract the reader.

The response takes a position on the issue in the prompt, shows clear understanding of that issue, and is
focused through most of the response. The position is supported with specific logical reasons. The response
may show recognition of complexity by partially evaluating implications of the issue, or by responding to
arguments that differ from the author’s position. Organization is generally controlled, with occasional lapses
in sequencing and/or relationships among reasons. Language is competent and supports meaning. Errors
are rarely distracting.

The response takes a position on the issue in the prompt, shows an understanding of that issue, and is
generally focused. The position is supported adequately, and may be an uneven mixture of general and
specific reasons. The response may show some recognition of complexity by responding to some arguments
that differ from the writer's position. Some organization is evident in the sequencing and relationships of
reasons. Language is adequate. Errors may distract, but do not interfere with meaning.

The response takes a position on the issue in the prompt, shows some understanding of the issue in the
prompt, but may not remain focused. The position is supported with reasons that may be limited and/or
repetitious. The response may also mention an argument that opposes the writer's position. Organization
may be uneven, but there are clusters of sequenced and related reasons. Language may be limited. Errors
may occasionally interfere with meaning.

The response takes a position, but shows little understanding of the issue in the prompt, or takes an unclear
position. Support may be so minimal or unclear that organization may not be apparent. Language may be
simple. Errors may interfere with meaning.

The response takes no position, or takes a position with no support, showing little or no understanding of
the issue in the prompt. There is little or no evidence of an organizational structure, or of sequencing and
connecting reasons. Language may be limited and contain errors that detract from meaning.

A Off topic
B lllegible or written in a language other than English
C Blank or refused to respond

Michigan Merit Examination 8 Guide to Reports Spring 2007




Michigan Merit Examination
Social Studies Scoring Rubric

Points

Description

5

The supporting prior knowledge, data, and core democratic value used by students must be explained in enough
detail to show a clear connection to the position taken in order to receive credit. In order to receive a 5-point
score, the response must:

1. Give a clearly stated position on the issue and support their position

¢ Do not accept those who do not take a stand, who say someone else (parents, school, or government)
should decide

2. Provide at least one supporting point that is based on core democratic values of American constitutional
democracy that is explained in enough detail to show a clear connection to the position taken.
¢ Do not accept if this support contradicts stated position

3. Provide one (or more) piece(s) of accurate, valid, and relevant supporting social studies information that
comes from the student’s prior knowledge (information other than that supplied by the Data Section or a Core
Democratic Value) that is explained in enough detail to show a clear connection to the position taken.
¢ Do not accept feelings or opinions. Support must be factual.
¢ Do not accept if this support contradicts stated position

4. Provide one reason that acknowledges an argument from the opposing viewpoint and refutes that argument.
¢ Do not accept merely an acknowledgment that opposing viewpoints exist.

5. Provide one (or more) piece(s) of accurate, valid, and relevant supporting information from the Data Section
that is explained in enough detail to show a clear connection to the position taken.
e Do not accept if this support contradicts stated position

In order to receive a 4-point score, the response must:
e Give a clearly stated and supported position on the issue, and
e Contain at least 3 of the remaining 4 elements listed above.

In order to receive a 3-point score, the response must:
¢ Give a clearly stated and supported position on the issue, and
e Contain at least 2 of the remaining 4 elements listed above.

In order to receive a 2-point score, the response must:
e Give a clearly stated and supported position on the issue, and
e Contain at least 1 of the remaining 4 elements listed above.

In order to receive a 1-point score, the response must:
e Give a clearly stated and supported position on the issue.

Response shows no evidence of a clear position or the position is not supported in any way.
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Michigan Merit Examination

Score Categories and Scale Score Ranges

Spring 2007
SUBJECT Grade 11 Level 4 Level 3 Level 2 Level 1
Apprentice | At Basic Level Met Exceeded
Michigan Michigan
Standards Standards
MATHEMATICS | Grade 11 (950-1088) (1089-1099) (1100-1127) (1128-1250)
SCIENCE Grade 11 (950-1086) (1087-1099) (1100-1142) (1143-1250)
SOCIAL Grade 11 (950-1085) (1086-1099) (1100-1128) (1129-1250)
STUDIES
ENGLISH Grade 11 (950-1077) (1078-1099) (1100-1157) (1158-1250)
LANGUAGE Reading
ARTS
Grade 11 (950-1050) (1051-1099) (1100-1145) (1146-1250)
Writing
Grade 11 (950-1064) (1065-1099) (1100-1151) (1152-1250)
Total ELA*

Michigan Merit Examination

10

*The Total ELA scale score is the average of the reading and writing scale scores.
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Michigan Merit Examination

SECTION 2: EXPLAINING THE MICHIGAN MERIT EXAMINATION SCALE SCORE

There are three important questions about the new Michigan Merit Examination (MME) score scale that are
answered in this section. They are:

1. What is the relationship between ACT, WorkKeys, and MME scores?

2. What is the relationship between the MME score scale and the Michigan Educational Assessment
Program (MEAP) High School Test score scale?

3. What is the relationship between the number of points earned on the MME and the scale score?

What is the relationship between ACT, WorkKeys, and MME scores?

Although students who took the MME receive separate ACT and WorkKeys scores, the ACT and WorkKeys
scores themselves are not part of the MME score. The MME score is derived from the complete set of items
answered by each student for each subject regardless of where those items come from (the ACT,
WorkKeys, or Michigan components).

All cut scores (e.g. the scores that indicate a student’s proficiency level) have been set on the overall MME
score. Although ACT and WorkKeys scores are correlated with the MME scores, ACT and WorkKeys scores
cannot be used to determine students’ performance levels on the MME.

What is the relationship between the MME score scale and the high school MEAP score scale?

The MME is not on the same scale as the high school MEAP because it is a remarkably different
assessment.

The high school MEAP score scale ranged from approximately 50 on the low end to 1100 on the high end,
with the lowest and highest scores depending upon the subject. On the high school MEAP score scale, a
score of 500 was the cut score for “Basic.” A score of 530 was the cut score for “Met Michigan Standards.”
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Michigan Merit Examination

The MME score scale ranges from 950 to 1250 for all subjects, and the cut score for “Met Michigan
Standards” is 1100 for all subjects.

Even with the differences among the assessments, there is still a strong but imperfect, relationship
between the high school MEAP scale and the MME scale. To display the relationships, a “concordance”
between the old MEAP scale and the new MME scale has been created, showing the most likely MEAP score
for a student achieving a given score on the MME, and vice versa. These concordance tables will be
released at the same time as the MME scores.

The MME score scale was created so that the high school MEAP “Met Michigan Standards” cut score is
approximately equivalent to the new MME “Met Michigan Standards” cut score. This equivalency is
explained here in more precise terms:
e The old MEAP high school cut score was 530.
e The new MME cut score is 1100.
e A score of 1100 on the MME has very nearly the same meaning as a 530 on the old high school
MEAP.
e Therefore, it is expected that the impact of the new MME scale should be minimal in terms of the
percentages meeting or exceeding Michigan standards for Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) purposes.

There are two reasons for developing the MME scale as described above. They are:

1. The MME and high school MEAP are very different assessments which should be reflected in their
reporting scales.

2. The MME scale score was created to be consistent with the elementary and middle school
achievement scales for MEAP, with the cut score for passing (the “Met Michigan standards” cut
score) being the grade level of the assessment multiplied by 100. The MME is administered in grade
11, hence the cut score is 1100.

What is the relationship between the number of points earned on the MME and the scale score?

On the high school MEAP, there was a table that described a one-to-one relationship between the number
of points earned by a student and the scale score earned by the student, meaning that all that is needed
to know a student’s scale score is the number of points earned by the student.
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Michigan Merit Examination

This one-to-one relationship between points earned and scale score is a by-product of the statistical
scoring model used for scoring the high school MEAP. That scoring model worked relatively well for the
high school MEAP, but is problematic for the MME for two reasons:

1. The items on the MME tend to be significantly harder than the items on the high school MEAP. The
increased difficulty tends to lead to higher levels of guessing on items by students. The scoring
model for the high school MEAP does not account for guessing behavior.

2. The items on the MME vary widely in their ability to distinguish between students with high and low
achievement. Therefore, some items give significantly more information about the level of
achievement of individual students than other items. The variation in the information provided by
each item was not incorporated in the high school MEAP scoring model.

Not accounting for these realities in the scoring model can result in inaccurate scores for a significant
number of students. Therefore, a new statistical scoring model has been applied to the MME. This model
takes into account the increased level of guessing on the MME. It also incorporates differences in
information about student achievement provided by different items. This new model is well-researched,
well-validated, and well-implemented in many testing programs.

In this more sophisticated model, there is still a strong relationship between the number of points earned
and the scale score received by an individual student, but it is no longer a one-to-one relationship.
Students who earn the same number of points will not necessarily have the same scale score, although
the scale scores will be similar. Two concrete examples showing how this can occur are given below:

A. Jane and John both earned 25 out of 50 points, but Jane earned a higher scale score. For the most
part, both John and Jane got the same items right and wrong, but there were some items on which
they differed. The few items that only Jane answered correctly provide a lot of information about
whether a student is a high achiever. The items that only John answered correctly were less
informative about students’ level of achievement. Therefore, Jane’s scale score was slightly higher
than John’s.

B. Betty and Bill both earned 29 out of 50 points, but Bill earned a higher scale score. For the most
part, both Bill and Betty got the same items right and wrong, but there were some items on which
they differed. The few items that only Betty answered correctly had correct answers that were
relatively easy to guess. On the other hand, the items that only Bill answered correctly had correct
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Michigan Merit Examination

answers that were quite difficult to guess. Therefore, Bill’'s scale score was slightly higher than
Betty’s.

In the new MME scoring model, it is the pattern of correct and incorrect responses that determines a
student’s scale score rather than the number of points earned by that student. This reflects that there are
many different ways to earn the same number of points, some of which indicate greater achievement than
others.

For those who appreciate this type of information, the high school MEAP used a simple Item Response
Theory (IRT) model: the Rasch Partial Credit (1-parameter) model. In contrast, the MME uses a more
sophisticated IRT model: the Generalized Partial Credit (3-parameter) model. There were two strong
practical reasons for selecting the 3-PL model over the Rasch model.

First, the ACT items tend to be harder than the items on the old high school MEAP, and therefore,
students are more likely to guess on those items. The more sophisticated model adjusts to some degree
for guessing behavior (but it does not penalize students for guessing).

Second, with the high school MEAP, the Michigan Department of Education (MDE) was able to control the
construction of the test to maximize fit to the Rasch model, which makes a strong assumption that all
items in an assessment are equally related to overall achievement. With the MME, the items used for at
least half of each subject lie outside the control of MDE, and the fit to the Rasch model cannot be
maximized through regular test construction practices. The more sophisticated model incorporates the
degree to which individual items are related to the overall set of items being used to measure student
achievement rather than making the assumption that all items are equally informative about student
achievement.
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Michigan Merit Examination
SECTION 3: REPORT DESCRIPTIONS

Michigan Merit Examination
Sample Reports
Spring 2007

The sample reports included in this Guide to Reports are intended to provide examples of the report
formats, data organization, and types of information contained in each report.

These sample reports were printed prior to availability of real data. Data contained in these sample
reports do not refer to any specific assessment item, or any specific student, school, or district.
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Michigan Merit Examination

English Language Arts and Social Studies Student Rosters

The Student Roster provides detail information for each student assessed, reported by class or group. The
detail information includes student scores for each strand and benchmark assessed within each content
area. This report may include multiple pages to report all strands and benchmarks. Page numbers are
printed in the center at the bottom of each report page. Sample English language arts and social studies
student rosters are presented on the following three pages.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the grade level reported, the assessment cycle, and the
content area. The teacher name, class/group code, the school name and code, and the district name and
code are also provided.

Section B lists each student’s name followed by their Unique Identification Code (UIC) and Date of Birth
(DOB). The list of students is broken out by the administration in which they participated: Initial, Makeup,
Accommodated, or other (the emergency administration or any combination of multiple administrations).
The number of students participating in each administration is also reported.

Section C provides the following information for reading, writing, and total ELA, or Social Studies detailed
by student:
e Scale score
e Performance level
e The following information by strand (communication, literature, etc.):
0 Number of possible points
o0 Number of points earned by the student
e The following information for the ACT and Michigan constructed response items:
0 Ratings (constructed response score points)
o0 Comment and condition codes

NOTE: Some items did not translate well to Braille, and were omitted from the Braille version.

NOTE: Where students participated in the “other” administration, no strand scores or constructed response
information is presented because of differences in meaning and possible points across administrations.
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Michigan Merit Examination

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

STUDENT ROSTER
Grade 11

Spring 2007

TUNE

Michigan Meril Examination
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School Mame: SUPERIOR HIGH SCHOOL
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Lasame oo Fickan og4| 4| 34] 13 13] 1|1107| 2 |s0] @ 4t 4] 8 [108 4
Lasinamencomoce P E”;'SGB:‘OLG 997| 4 | 321 141 12) 1|1024| 4 |35)| 4 212 1011 4

No. of Students Assessed = 9,999

Perdformance Level

1 - Excesded Michigan Standards
2 - Met Michigan Standards

3 - Basic

4 - Apprentice

Michigan Merit Examination
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Michigan Merit Examination

STUDENT ROSTER

Grade 11
Spring 2007
ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

A\

District Mame: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL
District Code: 00040

FTUILE

Michigan Merit Examination

Teacher Name: LAST, FIRST
Class/Group: 1234
School Mame: SUPERIOR HIGH SCHOOL
School Code: 34567

Total
Reading Writing ELA
ACT Michigan
Writing Writing
] B E
= = @
=] — &= 8 = 0 " ~
o S &8l |G 2 4 i ;
el 8 § Oy 5| | 8 & £8 £8 g | o
5| g 2 o = | §| &l £ ] < 9| =
gl & €l & =l g| 28| g € EE ES o | E
w| El 2} 2l % el & | E| 2 E 2 @ E2 @ E
el Ei e 2 8| «| 5 ElE g & e s | 218
s El gl E1 2| Bk El & Qe = Oe 3|3
& & 8 5 8 5| g8 8|2 8 & 3 o |
Make-Up Administration /\ /\
Possible Points ( B ) G842 60, 5 75| 12 ( C ) 616
Lastnamexxomm, Firstnam—" o 1 N’ a 1004| 3
UlC: 1734587800 DOB. 00/50/0900 1088| 3 | 44 25,31 2 |1099) 3 | 41| 0 Flia 1.4
Ho. of Students Assessed = 9,999
Accommodated Administration
Possible Points BG40, 62, 5 75| 12 6|6
£ m— Eire
Lasinameoonooog Freliames ! 1250\ 1 | &} 40|62 5 |1250(1 | 67| 12| 28355586 |6 [ & | & [1280) 4
Mo. of Students Assessed = 9,999
Other Administration
Lastnamexooooos, Firstnamesx |
UIC: 1234567890 DOB: 00/89/0900 1107| 2 1144 2 1126 2
Mo. of Students Assessed = 9,999

e=ded Michigan Standards
t Michigan Standards
- Basic
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District Code: 00040

N\

District Mame: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL

Michigan Merit Examination

STUDENT ROSTER

Grade 11
Spring 2007

SOCIAL STUDIES

School Code: 34567

Teacher Name: LAST, FIRST
Class/Group: 1234
School Mame: SUPERIOR HIGH SCHOOL

IUNE

Michigan Merit Examination

Constructed Constructed
Strand Response Strand Response
® T
=1 =
3 g H 3 £ £
] = =0 w = =%
gl g = w = so g2 = @ 2 TO
s £ £ o £c g | & £ 2 gc
o = al c o o o = = £ g
@| El = & Ei -l 8 & EE o El 2B gzt 2 & £Ed
2|5 s g B2 Etwl = S% 23| 8l Bl 8lclsig|l £ 83
|5 B ef =i 8 g 8| % 5 8|5l 2y 21 218718723 B 5
e | &) T oo o ow £on [+ 3 Q0 ||l T G orw £ a0 ' 5]
Initial Administration /\ Initial Administration {cont.)
Possible Points ( B ) 101401 10 1 40 G110| 5 ! & Possible Points 101 40 1 401 10 61 10| 5 1 5
sfns slnami'f - Lastnamesxcoooooo, Firstnames |
R T - 1225/ 1) 91 9 9] 9] 5| 9] 4 14 UIC: 1234567520 DOB: 20/2/0288 1990 1| 5| 9)10] & & 9] 415
Lastmamemoooocx, Firstnamex | . - - _
UIC: 1234567 BOB: 0o/00/s000 1090/ 3| 61 61 61 61 41 6] 3 |3 No. ofsmssessed = 9,999 /'—\\
Lasinamewx P - P
DiC: 123456750 975 4 41 41 41 41 T110) 5 15 |1.2345 ( B ) ( C )
Lastinamanoo = = - i . - \v/
R s 75| 3| s! 5! 5! 51 4l 5|3 13 Make-Up Adssetation
Lastnamemoooood, Firstnamex | - - - . .
UlC: 1234567 Bog. oomsoace 1127) 2| 7 7 T 71 4] 733 Possible Points 1212 (1010} 6 10] 5 | &
Lastnamerxoocoo Firstnamex |. 0 c Lastnamemooooon, Firstnamen 1. - P
UIC: 1234587500 DOB: owomopgs  [1202) 110110010110 B 104N UIC: 1234567560 DOB: £0/39/9989 103 2| 9y 6y 8 91 51 7| 314
Lastnameooooxx, Firstnamex | = E o -
L.IIC?: 12345687800 } 998 4| 3} 3| 3| I} 2 (3\ C ) C No. of Students Assessed = 9,999
Lastnamemooooo, Firstnamex 1. & 5 e =
DiC: 1234567560 DOB: ogwegasa  [1080( 3| B¢ 64 61 By 4 BpaT3
Lastnamemix i Accommaodated Administration
Die. 195nenang 1199) 1| &} &} 8! 8! 5! &| 4 |4
Lastnamemoooood, Firstnamex | 4 2 i i 0| 5
UIC: 1234587 DOB: 80/20/20 1042/ 4| 4 4 4 s Possible Points 10} 10} 11} 9} 6 5
5 c c o Lastnamemooooon, Firstnamen 1. 4 4
000/ 4) 5} S} 5] 8) 3 5)]2.2 UIC: 1234867500 _ DOB: £o/Ba/aogn 145/ 2| Bf 7} 8] 8} 68
Lastnamex 7 7 2 =
UIC: 123456780 1082 3| 71 7 [ 2y 2|1 1 5 No. of Students Assessed = 9,999
Lastnam 3 3103 2103
UIC- 133456750 a72| 4 3 3 3 1 1
1099 3| 61 61 6, B 1 gl 313 Other Administration
Lastinamewooooox, Firstnamex | 5 5 g > Lastnamesxooooo, Firstnames .
DiC: 123456728 - 1049 4] 5} 5} 51 5) 3} 512,42 UIC: 1234557500 DOS: 00/58/9009 1149| 2
Lasmgine.-{x'-'x ¥, Firstnamex . 1150] 1 T 7 7T 5, Tl &5 15 No. of Students Assessed = 9,999
UIC: 1234587

Performance Level
1 - Excesded Michigan Standards

Michigan Merit Examination

Scale Score Range
(A
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Michigan Merit Examination

Mathematics and Science Student Rosters

The Student Roster provides detail information for each student assessed, reported by class or group. The
detail information includes student scores for each strand and benchmark assessed within each content
area. This report may include multiple pages to report all strands and benchmarks. Page numbers are
printed in the center at the bottom of each report page. Sample mathematics and science student rosters
are presented on the following two pages.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the grade level reported, the assessment cycle, and the
content area. The teacher name, class/group code, the school name and code, and the district name and
code are also provided.

Section B lists each student’s name followed by their Unique Identification Code (UIC) and Date of Birth
(DOB). The list of students is broken out by the administration in which they participated: Initial, Makeup,
Accommodated, or Other (the emergency administration or any combination of multiple administrations).
The number of students participating in each administration is also reported.

Section C provides the following information for mathematics or science, detailed by student:
e Scale score
e Performance level
e The following information by strand:
0 Number of possible points
o Number of points earned by the student

NOTE: Some items did not translate well to Braille, and were omitted from the Braille version.

NOTE: Where students participated in the “other” administration, no strand scores are presented because
of differences in meaning and possible points across administrations.
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Michigan Merit Examination

STUDENT ROSTER NANE

MICHIGAN Michigan M it Examination

nanrof, W
Edﬁcatlﬂll Grade 11 Teacher Name: LAST, FIRST
Spring 2007 ClassiGroup: 1234

District Name: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL School Name: SUPERIOR HIGH SCHOOL

District Code: 00040 MATHEMATICS School Code: 34567
Strand Strand
- ]
@) = ] g
g £ ol 8 L E Bl 5l a2 E 5
- B = b wl @ =1 21 2 = g
= = A @ 5] o
e |8 & = 2 ¢ 88 g2 SISl 5|2 G
s | § 2 B % g o< £ 2| B i B om =) 2E
w | El § 8 B OB E ® | £ El 2 al EI Ei B
o ol 4 Ei =2 o ﬁ B K £ 2 81 5 £ @i 8
3|5 & 8 &8 5| = ¢ |5 2 & B Ei=e
nw | al el 0 € 2| T! a o | o ol 9 4 =@ 4} o
Initial Administration /\ Initial Administration {cont.)
Possible Points ( B ) 15| 40} 20| 20| 40 | 10 Epsaihie Hombs 15140 120! 20 ! 40} 10
Last " - Firstns i - Lastnamemooooon, Firstname: 1
Uic. 1234567830 oL/ 1000 4| 4 5| 4 4] 9] 2 UIC: 1234667860 DOB: 00/09/0000 1088/ 3| 5(191 61 5| 7! 3
Lastnamemooooo:, Firstnamex |. n =
DIC: 1234567500 DIOB: 95/90/0958 1057/ 3] 61 18] 9) 8,181 S Mo af Students Asseased.-.9,999
Lastnamewaoooos, Firstnamex | i
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 00/20/0000 954{ 4 41 38, 3, 3| 8! 3 o~
bﬂg"}eg};e?é;%x‘x Firstname:x |. 1077| 2 5! 97 8 g1 17 A Make-Up Administration ( R \
L & U it
Lastnamemxoooo, Firsinamex | 4 = -, ; :
UIC: 1234567500 DOB: 0/00/0000 1104] 2 | 10 4701313 24 7 Possible Points 16 | 38121 | 20 | 40 ! 10
st SR StEmes } Lastnamesxcooooo, Firstnamesx 1.
R T i s 1157] 1) 13 /ﬁ 18 181 331 10 UIC: 1234567800 COS: 50/88/0003 M7 2|12 30116 {14 129} &
bf’csltﬂgg;%gs;é”x- Firstnamex |. 954| 4 2 \12 "2} 20100 1 Mo. of Students Assessed = 9,999 /TN
: ~—
Lastnames:ooooo:, Firstnamex | -
UIC: 1234567500 DOB: 99/20/9920 TOEs Daddn B Eradn o ( C )
o = = = N 4
bf\cs_tqu‘{igkééx_x. Firstnamex, 1640 1) 13 31, 19,19, 21 § Accommodated Administration 1
Lastnamexooooos, Firstnamex | 7 4 3 i i
UIC: 1234567580 DOB: 99/98/2080 o744 A 2 73 Possible Points 16| 38121 20 | 401 10
Lastnamemooooo:, Firstnamsx | o54| 4| 4 gl 5! 5i gi 2 Lastnamemooosoon, Firstnames 1. 1100/ 2|18 301141 181 28! 7
UIC: 12345687560 DOB: 88/008/5000 - - UIC: 1234857800 DOS: SO/00/0060 -
Lastnamewooooos, Firstnamsx | 7 c a a0 c =
UIC- 1234867800 1067 2| 71151 81 81151 5 No. of Students Assessed = 9,999
Lastnamswxaooo, Firstmams | 4 2
UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 00/20/0000 e =L B A £ -
Lasinamexooooos, Firstnamex | gl 43 Pl Other Administration
UIC: 1234567280  DOB: 9%/99/0000 fos7). 3| 803 8 AR
Lastnamexoooooo:. Firstnamex 1. - = Lastnamemcoo, Firstnamen L.
UIC: 1234B87a00 - 9s4f 4| 30 7)) 51 T UIC: 1234567800 DOBS: 00/09/0009 1117 2
Lastmamexooooo:, Firstnamex | 3 5 g 8 Mo, of Students Assessed = 9,999
OIC: 1224857800 157 1| 131 371 151 151 37 )
Performance Level
1 - Exceeded Michigan Standards
2 - Met Michigan Standards i X
2 - Basic (AR Page 1 Spring 2007 Run Date: 05/01/07  batchaxx-dstscheode-0000000
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MICHIGAN

Edﬁmﬁtlml

Digfrict Mame: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL

District Code: 00040

Michigan Merit Examination

STUDENT ROSTER

Grade 11
Spring 2007
SCIENCE

Teacher Name:
ClassiGroup: 1234
School Name:
School Code: 34567

LAST, FIRST

IVUTILE

Michigan Merlt Examination

SUPERIOR HIGH SCHOOL

Strand Strand
|
i T vl oa
3 8 g 3|28
@ @
5 % 3 e I E1E e,
zl 3 ] @
o | 8 &5 E g 3 8 g (8|21 8igigie
- gl g £ 2 @ S 6 |E Cici®, 2
al ¥ 2l 51 -1 3§ o (| X1 g1
8 & 5 8 38 w[E| uizicigd
o | 5 W g o Fl =g £ o Blal®lw!ls
Tt c = 2] = = o [r= @ S
2|8 &% &d a|2|8|8|5|£|a
Initial Administration /\ Initial Administration {cont.)
Possible Points ( B ) 40! 40! 151! 12 12 Possible Points 401 401 15 12
WA Lastmamewonoons, Firstnamex |
e A stradel” 1200 150} 39] 14} 11] 12 UiC. 1234567800 1 1058 3| 19{20] & 8| 7
Ellﬁ'gtr;?ﬂl'?‘“i:l“q-g;stgr‘ga;“;gxﬁga 1050 2| 181 18! 8! 7! 7 No. of Students Assessed = 9,999
astnamexsocooo, Firstnamex |
UIG, 1354sa7800 ot oombRote 94| 4| T 4) 4; 4, 4
Jlotr:a[:;e;-.xg.rﬂ-. Firstnamex 1. 4157 3| 151 15! 51 & 8 Make-UpAdminisirat(onB )
e Pt st -1
Lasthamaooooond, Fisnamex . 1472 | 23] 23{ 10} 9] 9 Possible Points 38|42 151 12| 12
Lastnamexooocax, Firstnamesx . 2 ; Lastnamexooooox, Firstnamex | H
UIC: 1234567680 DOBS: 0R/00/BDED MO | 3% T 1 UIC: 1234567880 DOB: 99/9/9998 i123| 228! 30)12} 8} 12
|J|a trtamexm)c:]:(x Firatname:x | 025/ 4| 2! 2 ﬁ-}\ 2 No. of Students Assessed = 9,999 N
Lastnamexaonoon F|rst|‘.amex|. _ Vs L
UIC: 1234847550 DOS: 0ai0ai0os 1067) 3 13} 13 \? —5) S ( C )
N
JJfftf‘amem“m Firstnamex | 1194) 1| 31} 211131 10 10 Accommodated Administration N—
C 5
j;"f“]'ﬂigiggg’“‘451,{"?;;295‘5'9& 0000 4| 41 4] 4l 4! 4 Possible Points 38l 42! 451 42! 42
Lastnamexooooo, Firstnamex | c Lasmarme:ooooos, Firstname =
JiC: 1734557800 | (0B: Ga/barss 2 i e O M M B UIC: 1234567800 1240) 1| 381404 15) 12} 12
bf‘ tf;ﬁ[};ﬁg‘;ﬁﬂ“ Firstnamex | 1067|3181 16! 8! &! & No. of Students Assessed = 9,999
astnamexoonooo, Firstnamex | 4 8 5
Jlk, 1234567800 DOS: 66/00/0909 1040 B By 2y 2y 3
LASTRmE T T aInec L. 1089| 3| 17iarl0l 7! 7 Other Administration
o L -1 8-
Lastnamexooooon:, Firstnamex | 4 e Lastnamexonoons, Firstnamex |
UIC: 1224857550 i S e Bt B UIC: 1234567800 DOB: 99/20/0088 1111) 2
leaftqgmq;ggé;m.Flrstnamex l. 1220] 1| 401 3al45] 121 14 No. of Students Assessed = 9,999

- Exceeded Michigan Standards
- Met Michigan Standards
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Michigan Merit Examination

Student Record Label

A Student Record Label is provided for each student assessed during the Spring 2007 cycle. The labels
are mailed to the school for placement in the student record file (CA-60).

Section A contains the district name and code and the school nhame and code.

Section B contains the student’s name, student’s state Unique ldentification Code Number (UIC#), the
District Student ID Number if provided by the school during the student pre-ID process, date of birth,

gender, ethnicity code, grade level when the assessment was administered and the MME administration
cycle.

Section C contains MME Subject areas assessed, the scale score (SS) received, and the Performance
Level the student attained in each subject area.

Level 1 — Exceeded Michigan Standards
Level 2 — Met Michigan Standards
Level 3 — demonstrated Basic knowledge and skills of Michigan standards

Level 4 — considered to be at an Apprentice level, demonstrating little success in meeting Michigan
standards
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UIC# 1234567890
STU# 0123456789
DOB- MM/DD/YY

Gender-M
Ethnic-1
Grade-12
Spring 2007
MME LOGO

Lastnamexxxxxxxx, Firstnamex I.

12345 DISTRICT NAME
54321 SCHOOL NAME

Subject Scale Score | Performance Level
ELA Total
. Reading .
. Writing &C)

Mathematics

Science

Social Studies

Michigan Merit Examination
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Michigan Merit Examination

Parent Report
The intent of the Parent Report is to provide a summary description of their student’s performance in each
content area assessed on the MME. This report is designed to help parents and guardians identify the
academic strengths of their student and areas that may need improvement. Information from this report
may be helpful when discussing academic progress of the student with the classroom teacher(s).
Section A identifies the title of the report, the grade level the student was in when the assessment was
administered, the assessment cycle, the district name and code, and the school name and code where the
student was enrolled at the time the assessment was administered.
Section B provides the name and state Unique Identification Code (UIC) of the student.
Section C provides general description of the performance levels reported for individual subjects.

Section D provides information to parents about how to interpret and use this report.

Section E provides a letter to parents from Michigan’s Superintendent of Public Instruction concerning
their students’ academic achievement on the MME.

Section F provides a summary of students’ academic achievement on the MME including scale scores and
performance levels for each subject.

Section G provides blank space for address labels so that the parent reports can be mailed to students’
homes.

Section H describes the multiple components of the MME.

Section 1 provides information about the Michigan Promise Scholarship and assistance in interpreting the
report.
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Sections J1-J5 describes how the student performed in each content area, on each content area strand,
and the total points possible for the strand. The brief explanation for each subject area provides the
performance level score the student attained and the accompanying scale score, as well as information on
how the student’s performance relates to Michigan standards. For example, if a student received a Level 2
on the MME mathematics assessment, that student has “Met” Michigan standards.

Section K describes students’ overall ELA performance, which is the average of the reading and writing
performance.

Section L provides students’ results on the ACT assessments.
Section M provides students’ results on the WorkKeys assessments.

Please Note:

The MME results for individual students are most reliable and valid at the overall content area scale-score level. These scale
scores also are reliably associated with a performance level. Parents can have confidence that the reported content area scale
scores and performance levels provide accurate information for each subject.

Student scores for strands are also provided in these Parent Reports. These are less reliable measures than subject scores and
performance levels because there are fewer items within strands than on the total subject test. These results provide an
approximate measure of the level of performance of the student.

Parents should be careful in drawing conclusions about a student’s strengths or weaknesses at the strand level. It is more
appropriate to use this strand information together with classroom assessment data, teacher-provided information, and other
performance information to guide learning activities.

A very small number of parent reports may have large standard errors of measurement around students' scores on the graphs
printed on the inside pages. Some of the standard errors may be so large that they cross several performance levels. These
will be limited to: (1) students scoring at the very highest and very lowest score, and (2) students with scores lower than would
be expected if the students were randomly guessing on the multiple choice items. There are a couple of technical reasons for
this inherent in the psychometric model being used for the MME. The standard errors for those students reflect the uncertainty
in those students' scores, but for that small group of students, the standard errors are too large. It is clear that students
scoring at the very top of the scale are in the "exceeded" performance level and that students scoring near the bottom of the
scale are in the "apprentice" performance level.
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Paga 4 Parent Report
\h Grade DRAFT 411
MICHIGAN! Spring el

Ediication

Digirict Namz: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL
Cisirict Cade: 00040

School Kame: SUPERIOR HIGH SCHOODL
School Cooe: 34567

Report For:
Firstnamex |. LasthamexXxooux

UIC: 1234567830

What is the Michigan Merit Examination?

The Michigan Mert Examination (MME) incluges three majar componenks: the ACT college
entranos examination, the Waork®eys reading and mathematios assessments, and Michigan
assessmants which round out the coverage of Michigan's high school core conteat

expectalions.

The ACT Is the mast witdely anospted colisge antrance sxamnation in the Unitsd States. 1t
assesses high schocl students' general sducstional develapment and their potsnbisl io be
sugcessid in callage-lewel coursework, The ACT exam inclug Mwgments af English,
mathematics, reading, science reasoning, and wiiting. Theff \= accepted by
moat calkeges and unhvarsities for college enlrance,

WorkKeys 15 a job skills assessment sysiem measuring red fsiqned to support
anonamic and workfares devslopment programs. The MME - crmpanents mssss
reading for infarmatian and appled mathematics. Stlls assessed by the Workkeys are
wvalied by Michigan empicyers, calisges, and technical training insstuticns.

The Michigan componenis of the MME include aspects af science, mathemalics, social
sturies, and persunstes witng that are not covered by he AGT or Warkkeys assessments.

Michigan Merit Examination

O of the curnsnt requirsments far sy receips of Michigan
Promse scholarship funds |5 success on the Michigan Mers
Examination. The Michigan Fromiss schalarship is designed to
hedp fund the first o years of college or technical trainng atter
high sehrel grasuation.

1t you have questians shout the MME or this report, please talk b

your student's coumseior o principal, who will be abie b assist you
in interprating this infarmation.

For more information, pleaaa visit wwwmichigan gowmme.

Dear Parent or Guardian:

In March 2007, Michigan high schocls participated in the first statewide admin
of the new Michigan Mert Examination (MME) for all eleventh-grade students. This
assessment gves studsnts an oppartunity to be gigible for the Michigan Merit Award
{=ee www.michigan.gowmistudentaid), as well 35 receve independent results for the
ACT Plus Writng college enrance exam, and reading for information and applied
mathematics porfions of the Werkleys job skills assessment.

The MME measures what students know and can do based on the high school core
content expectations identified m the Michigan Curriculum Framework. Most schocls
have adopied smilar cumiculim standards. Because the ACT Plus Writing and
WerkKeys assessments do not compietely cover Michigan high school content by
themselves, the MME a'so includes Michigan-specifc components in math, science,
social sudies. and persuasive writing.

The MNME results presented in this regort provide a va'd and reliable assessment of
how well <Firstname:x> performed overall. (a combination of the ACT Flus Witing,
WorkKzyz, and Michigan-specfic components), in each content area sssessed. In
addiicn to the MME reswis, ths report shows the ACT and WorkKeys component
scores achieved by <Firstnamex>

W encourage you to d'scuss the MME results for <Firsinamess with teachers and
other school professionals who have the benefit of knowing your student personally.
These professionals can use the MME results, together with other assessment and
classroom performance information, o provide a more complete analysis and plan for
your student's continued 'saming.

Parents, teachers. and counselors have 3 greater opportunity 1o help students succesd

when they work tegether to encourage student lzaming.

Sincarely,

ke Fianagan
Superniendent of Public Instruction
State of Michigan

Michigan Merit Exam Resulis for Firstnamex

Subjact Scals Score - Performanca Leval
Mathematics 022 Apprentice

Sclence 1143 Wt Michigan Slandards
Sodal Sludes 1056 Basle

Reading 1101 et Michigan Slandards
wirtng 1192 Exceeded Mchigan Standams
Tatal Engllsh Language Ans 1150 Wet Michigan Standards
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Performance Level Descriptors

Level 1: Exceeded Michigan Standards
The student’s performance exceeds
proficiency standards and indicates
substantial understanding and application
of key cumiculum concepts defined for
Michigan students

Level 2: Met Michigan Standards

The student’s performance is proficient
and indizates sufficient understanding and
appheation of key curmiculum concepis
defined for Michigan students.

Level 3: Basic
The student's performance is not yet
proficient, ingicating a partial
understanding and spplaad
curriculurn concepty/
students

proficient and indicates minimal
understanding and application of key
curriculum concepts defined for Michigan
students

(Care must be taken in understanding
the resuits of these assessments. Your

student’s scores reflect performance on
3 given day under standardized
‘administration procedures. The
standardized seals scores are the most
stable of your student's scores. Strand

scores wihin subject re

these results wih your ST
teachers, counselor, or pringipal. They
«zan provide more mformation by using
results from other assesements and
classroom performance. Your
student’s teachers and counselor are in
the best pesition to provide guidance in
designing appropriate instrucsion for
your student.
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Firstnamas | Lasinamam iy . " . Flrsinamex | Lasinamenooonnn: _
WIC: 1234567330 Mathematics, Science, and Social Studies Page 2 UIC: 1234567600 English Language Arts Page 3
MME Mathematics: Your student's mathematics acale scoee Iz repered on the graph balow. MME Reading: Your student's reading acale score | repartad on the geaph balow.
Laveid Lam Lt Lawi & Lovw| L3 ot
=) E ] e The goal ef mathematics education iz for all studente 1o davelop The MME Feading aasesament includes ragulte from tha ACT Reading Appearics I i
T matharmatical power to participate fully 23 ciizers and workars in our and WorkKaya Reading tor Infermation teata. The corrioined reaults Toez
S conternporary workd. High school mathamatics includes (g) the study of from both teata provice infarmation about studant abllity to comprenand .
tterms, relationshipe. and functions; () geometry and mesauramant; what ks stated D[yihe text, as well as to draw concluglons, compariecns,
950 22 = 1260 (o) dats analysis and statistics; [2) number senae and numeration; and generalizations. The Workieys test maaeuras “raal workd® exills 950 = = 1250
&= - |£) numerical and algebrai operations, and anakytical thinking; and that people saa when they read and wse written texis in order to do a job. — =
i - |1} probabllity and dscrate mathemeatica. Theas texta nclude memas, latiers, directiona, noticea, bulleting, policles - -
* and regulationa. -
Mathematics Strands o poomibie, Gomest A STUDENT WHO MET STANDARDS: Reading Demains e Peasltle Camst
R R F - p— Demcnatrated mathernatical skilis, showed &n unnarsbanclmg[m concapts, A STUDENT WHO PERFORMED AT THE APPRENTICE LEVEL:
‘attams, Ralations, Functions 11 5 3% and salved problems consistent with the high school expactations. Demaonatratad partial ability to read for understanding, and exhibited Maaning and Communication 11 40 280%
irnitad ability 1o draw conclualons, comparisons, and ganaralizationg
Geometry and Measurement 11 5 448 aven whan lPll'na nformaticn wae statad directly in the i Literatura 3 12 26%
Data Analyess and Statisfics 2 25 8% Genra and Craft of Language 3 20 308
Number Sense and Numarstion 10 10 100% Depth of Underatanding 3 B any
MNumizars, Algebra & Analyeis 11 50 228
Prosability and Dissrate Math 3 1 — MME Writing: our student's writing scale score s reporiad on tha graph below.
. Lesal4 Lemia | Lz et
The MME Writing asasesmant includes results from the ACT English Aoprarkee B andars [Er—
and Writing 1agte, along with a persuaeive witing sample basad on an .
MME Science: Yourstudant's eclence scale acore s reported on the graph below, smaue upon which the studant is required 1o fake and detend a poaition 1112
on a public policy sswe. The combined rasulte from all three tests provide
Lol 4 Lanal 2 Lo ! nformation about student understanding of the corventions of standard 350 o = ] 1250
Aepreion 3| it [Eriarivend Selanca and technolagy ocoupy ever-expanding plases in our everyday written English and the ability fo producs a direct sample of witing. & = -
livee. In a cormplex sclentific and tachnical workd, students nead 1o - - -
1150 [a) &cquire knowledge about the earth, Iife, and physical sciances; A STUDENT WHO MET STANDARDS: Paints  Paints %
. (o) think eclantifically and use aclentific nowledge 1o make declzons Demanatrated the abiltty to weie in a clear and focused manner, using Wiriting Domalne Egrred Poasibie Conect
950 ] ] 1250 -Aoout problems; (c) conatruct knowledge through research, reading, and organized and devalopad datails and language that enhances meank
h == — discusaion; [a{l ba tamiliar with the natural world and reapactiul of i£a unity, and effectiveness: and showed a good and of language that syfporta Maaning and Communication a8 g9 38y
il il dwaraity, and fragilty: (a) maka nformad judgmente on Bclentific lsauas; mieaning. with faw errers to distract the readar.
Paints Pains a and (f) reflact In an imormed way on the rola of eclence in human aftaire. J 5
Sclence Strands Eameg Possiie Coregt
A STUDEMT WHO EXCEEDED STANDARDS:
Conatruct Soantiic Knowladge a7 40 a3R Degignad, cenducted, and crtigued investigations baasd on abatract
uastions, manipulated and adjueted sclanbfic variables, and had a
Ratlect Sclanitic Knowledge 1 12 6 tharough integrated knawledga of the lite, earth, and phyeical ecianca MME Total English Language Arts: ‘Your student's Total Englisn Languaga Ars scale score |2 reporiad an th graph balow.
ﬁnl}loepasaglreeamad In the Michigan Sclence Currculum Framework for _— roa | ez I
. 3 schosl. o -
Use Lite Sclence Knowledge 1 24 7% e et . qovidocumente/LUpdate Benchrmarke 27030 T.pdf The ELA acare s a combination of the student's reading and € N EE. =t ez | M Eoemies
Use Phiysical Sclence Knowladga 3 20 158 1087
Use Earlh Sclente Knowledga 5 20 25% 350 £ = E 1250
ACT:
MME Social Studies: vour studants social studiss acale score la reported on the graph balow.
— Lo Lawni 1 Students took the ACT as ons part of the MME. The ACT consiata of faur
oprerien a| 7 Erceries The goal of aocial studies s to prepare atudents io be reaponalbla muttiple-cholce tests (English, Mathematica, Heading, and Sclance) and & Component Score | Component Score
citizens. Responsile citizens demaonatrate knowledge of history, civics Writing 1a=t._ All quastions on the ACT measure content from the Michigan e
1020 | and governmeant, ecanomics, &nd gaorg, v, as wall as have i ability Currietlum ‘F[remeworx. In additiar, mgTAC‘I providas & measure of < =] \English 22 omposite 28
—— 1 triks knowledoe to rycay life. Thinki ills d d with: readinesa. The tour multiple-cholce ACT teats are acered on a scale of 110
50 == 1 50 13:@"&!@ gm.es acu?:cum?-:emmrnls ;mﬁ&;‘gﬂ% Lpp.i‘?;‘;": w:y n;;‘ ;I&ei_.ﬁLT Ca]pposlte saore I the avarage orme;ougmumple-chuloe tasts. fhe L I*memallca 24 | Englian/Writing 28
° — — irtal Aitutional o Lt act iz val o Writing Tee! s scored on a ramge of 2-12. An English/Writing score &
22 = %Qunqe":e?:;;%; g.‘.‘m'.“mi';‘&?n'ﬁi“m m’;’.,’gm g&?{;;”msﬁ QU&B'WQP alan pl"%\ﬂded GﬂTa scala of 1 to 36 and |s based on the ACT EngIan Tast anl #emng 26 | WFiting
- atudants nead 1o evaluata dfferant Wiewsonts when making dacklons the ACT Wriing Teat.
Seclal Sludies Strands ;::1:._‘ ;::l:: m::n apout public concems, and hava the a:ﬁ:n.;l o exprasa 1n9lrgwnclu9|nns Ast £ who met ACT's Gol Feadi Benchmarks k i dyt Sclenca 41
student who me! ‘3 sadiness Banchmarks ls genarally rasdy 1o
Higtory 1 i 108 I witing In a clear and arganized manner. auccead in firat-year mlege-la?.rgfu\mrk The Benchmark !maesnare: & for
. A STUDENT WHO PERFORMED AT THE APPRENTICE LEVEL: Englizh, 22 for Math, 21 far Fieading, and 24 for Sclence.
Geography 1 o 10% Hed difticulty in recalling, understanding, and usng social studies
i intormation and concepls without the asaletenca of a teachar, and WorkKeys:
Clwice 1 o 10% could state their cpniens on issuse of publc policy, but faced difficulty =
. In supporting thalr posftions with data or core democratic values.
Ezanomica B 10 108 [See L worhKears Fieading for Information and Applisd Mathamatice seseae the foundational skillz
- . naadad for widually ar'g jzb. The asasesmants measure portions of tha contant in the Michigan Component Level Score
Inquiry 5 g a3k Currizulum Framawork.
. Reading for Information 3
Digcourse & Decizlon Making 1 1t 10% The Lavel Scoras repomad tor tha Workays 1aste range fram 3-7. Lewal 3 iz the iowest level of h
complexity and Lewval 7 iz the highast level of complexity. Each level ia bullt on the previous 'Nmacl Mathematics 4
one, B0 & seora at Lavel 5 meana the teat taker hae succesefully mat the raquiramenta of Lav
- dand 4. Theteat scores ralate to the skill rangas and how the fest laka paromms relative to
T BTt of = =5 the ranges. Additional information on Ia Workkeys Foundatonal Skills Assessmenis can M

Thee diamond indicaliss yoos siudenl’s sl Sooee for e lested Subject. This & your sbadents cverall subject Soils Scons and & used o detemaing e evel your student achizved. The
horizontal bar indicates the Siasdard Ermor of Measwremeni. ¥ your siudent had taken this same tesi or a similar fest on anciher diy, helshe would lkely have sconed wihin this ange.
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Individual Student Report

The intent of the Individual Student Report is to provide detailed performance information about individual
students to teachers and other school personnel. A sample individual student report is presented on the
following page.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the grade level, the assessment cycle, the district name and
code and the school name and code.

Section B contains the student demographic information provided by the school during the student pre-I1D
process: student name, local district student ID number, date of birth, the student’s state Unique
Identification Code (UIC), and subgroup classifications for English Language Learner, formerly LEP, special
education, gender, and ethnicity.

Section C contains MME Components (or subjects) the student took, the Scale Score received, and the
Performance Level the student attained in each area.

Section D provides individual student data for each MME subject area, which administration the student
tested in, whether the student had accommodations, subscores within the subjects. It includes the
possible points and points earned, scale score and performance level.

Section E displays the student’s scores on the constructed response portions of the MME, including the
ACT writing prompt, and the Michigan social studies prompt scored for writing and social studies. It
includes the points earned and possible points, condition code if applicable, and comment codes.

Section F displays the student’s scores on the ACT as provided by ACT.

Section G displays the student’s scores on the WorkKeys as provided by ACT.
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Education

Disfrict Name: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL
Disfrict Code: 00040

Michigan Merit Examination

IANE

Michigan Merit Examination

INDIVIDUAL STUDENT REPORT

Grade 11
Spring 2007

SUPERIOR ELEMENTARY
34567

School Mame:
School Code:

Student Mame: Lastxxxxxxx, Firstxxxxx l. Scale Scale Performance
District Student ID: 0122456738 Date of Birth: MWDD/Y State UIC: 1234567800 MME Component  Score MME Component Score Level
English Language Learner: N Formerly LER: ¥ SpecEd: N Total ELA 1063 Mathematics 1225 1 - Exceeded
Gender: M Ethnicity: American Indianeekefn Mative (1) * Reading 987 Science 1096 3 - Basic
= Writing 1140 Social Studies 1oo2 4 - Apprentice
G : Ltk Earmed! | g qie | Performance s i 5 inati Farmets| Scale | Performance
Michigan Merit Examination Subscores F'Pogisr:ﬂe Score Leiel Michigan Merit Examination Subscores Possible| Sgore Lovel
MME Total English Language Arts 1063 2-Basic |_MME Science 70/119 1095 3 - Basic
Accommodations: Standard Administration: Accommodated
Accommodations: Standard
MME Reading 627175 | 987 | 4 - Apprentice Subscores: 1
Administration: Initial Caonstruct Scientific Knowlsdge 23140
Accommodations: None Refiect: Scientific Knowledae 35140
Subscores: Use Life Science Knowledge 7115
Meaning and Communication 25770 Use Physical Science Knowledgs Ti12
Literature 13740 Use Earth Science Knowledge B/12
Genre and Craft of Language 22760
Depth of Understanding 215 MME Social Studies 31156 ] 1002 | 4-Apprentice
Administration: Initial
MME Writing B1/75 | 1140 2 - Met Accommodations: None
| Administration: Initial /“\ Subscores:
Accommodations: None [ History 5/10
Subscores: { D) Geography /10
IMeaning and Communication 61175 \ VIS 4710
~ Economics 7710
| MME Mathematics 138 /1145 | 1225 | 1-Exceeded Inquiry 478
Administration: Make-Up Discourse & Decision Making 5710
i : None
Subscores:
Patterns, Relations, Functions 14713
Geomeiry and Measurement 33740
Wi Statistics 19720
Mumber Sense and Mumeration 20720
Numbers, Algebra & Analysis 371740
ility and Dis ih 10710
( Ratings Condition Comment Component Score Component Score | Component /-\ Level Score
E Earned/Possible Points Code Codes Englizh 18 Composite /7 N\ 22 Reading [ <3
ACT Writing 4 X712 i 22 34 52 61 Mathematics 22 Englishiwrifng — [ ) 18 Mathematics\ & 5
Michigan Writing X6 | %6 B 5.7 Reading 15 Writing 1 /)12
Michigan Social Studies XI5 | xis 1,23 4.5 Science 34 V
Page 1 of 1 Spring 2007 Run Date: 05/01/07  batchxxx-dstscheode-0000000
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Demographic Report

The Demographic Report provides a summary breakdown of scores by demographic subgroup for each
content area assessed. A sample demographic report is presented on the following two pages. Summary
data reported includes the number of students assessed in each subgroup, the mean scale score, the
percentage of students attaining each performance level, and the percentage of students that met or
exceeded Michigan standards within each content area. The Demographic Report is generated for three
student populations:

e All students

e Students with disabilities (SWD)

e All except students with disabilities (AESWD)

The demographic subgroup scores are reported by school and district. The demographic subgroups
reported are:

Gender

Ethnicity

Economically Disadvantaged (ED)

English Language Learners (ELL)

Formerly Limited English Proficient (FLEP)

Migrant

Homeless

Accommodations subgroups are also reported as follows:

Standard accommodations (all students)

Non-standard accommodations (all students)

Standard accommodations (for English language learners)
Non-standard accommodations (for English language learners)

Please note the following: Students that have been enrolled in your district for less than one full
academic year (LTFAY) at the time of the MME administration are not reported as a subgroup on this
report. Calculation of this data for AYP purposes will be determined from the enrolilment data submitted
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via SRSD. LTFAY is defined by NCLB as less than three prior count days. The count days a student must
be enrolled in your district are Spring 2007, Fall 2006, and Spring 2006.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the student population included in the report, the grade level,
and the assessment cycle. The district name and code and school name and code are also provided.

Section B lists the demographic subgroups, as well as the total student population being reported.
Ethnicity subgroups are defined by federal requirements. (Refer to the ethnicity definitions in the District
and Building Coordinator Handbook for the Academic Year 2006-2007, page D-1,
www.michigan.gov/meap for definitions.)

Section C reports the number of students included in the subgroup, the mean scale score, the percentage
of students attaining each performance level, and the percentage of students that met or exceeded
Michigan standards within each content area.

This is a multiple-page report with ELA scores reported on one page and Mathematics, Science, and Social
Studies scores reported on another page for each of the three student population groups:

e All students

e Students with disabilities (SWD)

e All except students with disabilities (AESWD)
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SCHOOL DEMOGRAPHIC REPORT DRAFT PG

MICHIGAN A“ S“"Idents Michigan Merit Examination
of
Edudcation Grade 11
District Name: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL Spring 2007 Schoal Name: SUPERIOR HIGH SCHOOL
District Code: 00040 Schocl Code: 34567
READING WRITING TOTAL ELA
Mo, of | Mean Percant at MNo.of | Mean Percent at Mo. of |Mean Percent at
Swdents | Scale | Level | Level | Level | Leval |Levels| Students | Seale | Level | Levsl | Level | Level | Levelz| Students | Scale | Level | Level | Leval | Level | Levels
School Assessad| Score| 4 3 2 1 |1&2|Assessad] Score| 4 3 2 1 |1&32r|Assessed | Score| 4 3 2 1 f1&2r
Total All Students 959,999 | 1234 0% 0% |100% | 0% |100%|999.993|1234| 0%| 0% [100% | 0% |100% |999.999 (1224 0% | 0%[|100% | 0% [|100%
Gender
Male 999,999 | 1234| 0%| 0% |100%| 0%|100%|999.999 (1234 0% o0%|100%| 0%)100%|999999 (1234 0o 0% 100%| 0% 1008
Female 999,003 [ 1234 0%| 0%|100%| o0%|i00%|ooooos | 1234 0% o0%e|100%| 0%|100%|oo0.99 | 1234 o%| o%|1o00%| 0% 100%
=7 N
Ethmm.ty . . C
American Indian/Alaskan Native 999,990 [1234| 0% 0% |100%| ©0%|100%|909,900 (1234 ©0%| 0%|100%| 0%|100%|99s, 4| 0%| o0%|100%| o0%|100%
Asian/Pacific Islander 999,999 | 1234| 0% 0% |100%| 0%|100%|999,509 |1224| 0% 0%|100%| 0%|100%|999,909 (1234 0%| 0%|100%| O0%|100%
Black, Mot of Hispanic Crigin 999,009 [ 1234| 0%| 0%|100%| 0% 100%|o9o.09s (1234 0% 0% |100%| 0%|100%|299.999 |1234| o0%| 0%|100%| 0% 100%
Hispanic 999,999 | 1234 | 0%| 0% |100%| 0%|100%|999.999 (1234 o0%| 0% |100%| 0%|100%|999.999 (1234 0% | o%|100%| D% |10D0s
White, Mot of Hispanic Origin 999,999 (1234 | 0% 0% |100%| 0%|100%|999.990 1234 o6| 0%|100%| 0°%|100% (999099 (1234 | 0% | ©0%|100%| o0%|100%
Multiracial 909,093 | 1234 | 0% 0% |100%| 0%|100%]|999.9%0 (1234 0% 0% |100%| 0%|100%|939.999 (1234 | 0%| o0%|100%| O%|100%
Additional Reporting Groups
Economically Disadvantaged: Yes 990,999 | 1234| 0%| 0%|100%| 0%|100%) 999,599 | 1234 0% 0%)100%| 0% 100%|999,999 (1234| 0% % 100%| 0%)| 100%
No ES < “
English Language Leamers:  Yes 999,099 | 1234| 0% 0%|100%| 0%|100%|o90.095|1234| 0% o0%|100%| o0%|100%|o9s 998 1234 o0%| o0%|100%| o%|100%
Mo 559,003 [ 1234 0%| ©0%|100%| o0%|100%|oooooe (1234 0% o0%e|i00%| 0%|1D0%s|oomeas | 1234 o%|  o%fio00%| 0% 100%
Farmerly Limited English Proficient 999,999 | 1234| 0%| 0%|100%| 0%|100%)9%0,999 1234 o D% | 100%| 0%| 100%|998,989 | 1234| D% | 0%| 100%| 0%)]100%
Migrant 099,999 | 1234| 0%| D0%|100%| 0%|100%|990990( 1234 0% 0%e|100%| 0% 100%|093.990 1234 0%| 0% 1D0%| 0% 100%
Homeless 999,993 | 1234 0%| 0%|100%| 0%|100%| 999 993 | 1234 %| 0%)100%| 0%|100%|999,998 |1234( 0%| 0%)100%| O0%|100%
Accommodations
MME Standard - Al 999,998 [1234| 0% 0%| 100%| 0% 1009 999,998| 1234| 0o 0%| 100%| 0% 100%| 999,999 | 1234| 0%| 0% 100%| 0% 100%
MME Monstandard - All = 999,999
Standard ELL Only 999,999 [1234| 0%| 0% |100%| 0%|100%|9s0,9%0 |1234| o©%| 0%|100%| o09%|100%|o9sgse (1234 0%| o0%|100%| o0%|100%
Nonstandard ELL Only ™™ 999,999
* Percent proficient may nof equal the sum of level 1 & level 2 due to rounding. == Mo summary scores provided if <10 students.
** Results for these students are not valid and not reported. Page 1 of 2 Spring 2007 Run Date: 05/01/07  batehxxx-dstscheode-0000000
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All Students

\\\ SCHOOL DEMOGRAPHIC REPORT DRAFT MILE

MICHIGAN Michigan Meril Examination
Departmentof

Education Grade 11

District Mame: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL Spring 2007 School Name: SUPERIOR HIGH SCHOOL

District Code: 00040 School Code: 34567

MATHEMATICS SCIENCE SOCIAL STUDIES
Mo, of | Mean Fercent at Mo. of | Mean Percent at Mo, of | Mean Percent at

School ;35;;‘5:;’: gggr; Le:el Lee\.'el _eé'el Le;fal #?‘i\'ﬁ i;gg;:j ggg:_z Le;'el Le;el Le;e Le1\-'e| |_-Es':'92|5, E;;E:esd gszlz LE";’E Le;lel Legel Le]vel 'fe‘g:'ezls,

Total All Students 999,999 | 1234| 0% 0% |100% | 0%|100%|999,99% | 1234 0%| 0% [100% | 0% |100% |999.99% (1224 0% | 0%[100% | 0% [100%
Gender

Male 999,999 | 1234| 0%| o0%|100%| o0%|100%|o99.999 | 1234 0% o0%|100%| 0%|100%|o9a.mas 1234 o0%| 0| 1o00%| 0% 100%

Female B >99,999 1234| 0%| 0%|100%| 0%|100%|o99 939 | 1234 o0%| 0% |100%| O%|100%|999.998 |1234| o0%| 0% 100%| 0% 100%
Ethnicity Q;?

American Indian/Alaskan Native 999,999 [1234| 0%| 0% |100%| o0%%|100%|999.909 (1234 0% 0% )100%| 0%|100%|a99380 % | 0%|100%| 0%|100%

Asian/Pacific Islander 998,990 [ 1234| 0%| 0% |100%| o0%|100%|900.900|1234| 0% 0% )100%| 0%|100%|99oae0 (1234 0% | o0%|iop%e| o0%|io00s%

Black, Mot of Hispanic Origin 999,000 | 1234| 0%| o0%|100%| o0%|100%|9ss.ca9 | 1234 o0%| o0%|t00%| 0%|100%|ooo.9@s |1234| o%| 0% 100%| 0% 1o00%

Hispanic 999,993 [1234| 0%| 0% |100%| 0%|100%|099,999 [1234| 0% 0% |100%| 0%|100%|99soas (1234 | 0%| o%|100%| o%e|1o0%

White, Not of Hispanic Origin 999,099 [ 1234| 0%| 0% |100%| o0%|100%|999.990 |1234| ©o%e| 0% |100%| o0%|100%|o9oose (1234 o0%| o%|100%| o0%|100%

Multiracial 999,009 [1234| 0%| 0% |100%| o0%|100%|999,990 |1234| o%%| 0% |100%| 0%|100%|999.09 (1234 | 0%| o0%|100%| o0%|100%
Additional Reporting Groups

Economically Disadvantaged: Yes 999,999 | 1234 0%| 0%|100%| 0%|100%|999,399| 1234 0O 0% 100%| 0%| 100%|999,999 | 1234 0%| 0%| 100%| 0%|100%

MNo - - <
English Language Learners:  Yes 999,999 | 1234| 0%| 0%|100%| 0% 100%|99s.995 (1234 o0%| o0%|100%| O0%|100%|o99.998 |1234| o0%| 0% 100%| o0 100%
No 909,909 | 1234| 0%| 0%e|100%| o0%|100%|oa9.999 (1234 0% 0% |100%| 0%|100%|o9ssas 1224 Do%|  owf1oo%| Do) 1o0%

Farmerly Limited English Proficient 999,999 | 1234| 0%| 0%|100%| 0O%|100%)980,999)1234( O D% | 100%| 0% 100%|998.989 | 1234| 0% 0% 100%| 0%)]100%

Migrant 995,999 | 1234| 0%| ©0%|100%| o0%|100%|999,9se | 1234] 0% ©0%|100%| 0% 100%|9ss.ose 1234 0|  o%fto00%| 0% 100%

Homeless 999,999 | 1234| 0%| o0%|100%| o0%|100%|o99.958 | 1234 0% 0% |100%| 0%|100%|o9s.sas 1234 09| o0%fto00%| 0| 1o0%
Accommodations

MME Standard - Al 999,939 |1234| 0% 0%| 100%| 0% 100°% 999,995 1234 0% 0%| 100%| o%| 100%| 390,500 | 1234 0%| 0w 1o0%| 0% 100%

MME Monstandard - All ** 989 999

Standard ELL Only 999,999 | 1234 | 0%| o0%|100%| o0%|100%|999 9%e (1234 o0%| o%|100%| o0%%|t100%|9se.see |1234| o%| o%|100%| o%|100%

Nonstandard ELL Only ** 959 909

* Percent proficient may not equal the sum of level 1 & level 2 due to rounding. <= Mo summary scores provided if <10 students.

** Results for these students are not vabd and not reported. Page 2 of 2 Spring 2007 Run Date: 05/01/07  batchwxx-dstscheode-0000000
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Summary Report

The Summary Report provides a comparative set of mean scale score information for the grade level by
content area and the percentage of students in the school/district/ISD (or for the entire state) at each
performance level. A sample summary report is presented on the following two pages.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the student population included in the report, grade level, and
assessment cycle. District name and code and School name and code are also provided.

Section B gives summary data for each content area, including number of students assessed, mean scale
score, mean scale score margin of error', percentage of students attaining each performance level, and
percentage of students that met or exceeded Michigan standards within each content area.

Section C gives summary data for each standard or benchmark within each strand. The summary data
reported includes the descriptor for each benchmark, the number of students assessed, the mean points
earned, the total number of points possible, and the percentage of students earning each point value.

Section D gives summary data about ACT writing prompt scores including mean scores, frequencies of
individual scores, and frequencies with which students were assigned specific condition codes.

Section E gives summary data about the Michigan developed persuasive civic writing prompt as scored
for social studies and writing content. It includes mean scores, frequencies of individual scores, and
frequencies with which students were assigned specific condition codes and comment codes.

NOTE: Separate pages for sections C, D, and E will be provided for each administration (initial, makeup,
and accommodated). Students who took the emergency form, or a combination of forms are not reported
in sections C, D, and E.

1 Scale score margin or error is equivalent to the Mean score +2 standard errors of the mean. This is the likely range within
which the true average scale score would fall for the students listed on this report.
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SCHOOL SUMMARY REPORT
MlCHDL%Aﬂ%\_ All Students
Ediucation

Grade 11
District Mame: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL

TUNE

Michigan Merit Examination
Spring 2007 Sthool Name: SUPERIOR HIGH SCHOOL
Digtrict Code: 00040 School Code: 34567
READING MATHEMATICS
* No. of Scale Score Performance Levels * No. of I Scale Score Performance Levels
Year | Students = = Year | Students =
** Margin . - 2-Met 1-Exceeded Levels ** Margin - . 2-Met 1-Exceeded Levels
Assessed| Mean Error 4-Apprentice]  3-Basic Standards Standards 18&2 Assesse'dl Mlean of Error 4-Apprentice|  3-Basic Standards Standards 182
Scale Score Range ANXK-NXNK ORI | 0000000 | MOOOC-XIO00 | MX-MHKK | A0000-XKXNX Scale Score Range A 2O MOEX-X0NK | 20000-X0000 | 3000020008 | XX K-XXKK | H00-HNHX
2007 X0 | 2000000 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 2007 | 999,955 oo | ooo-a000 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
( \\)5
NH .
* No. of Scale Score Performance Levels No. of Scale Score Performance Levels
Year | Mescoaca| mean] “Margin |4 noorentiod 3.8as Al | Lomeeded | Lewel Yo ) Rescesed Mean| M0 | pcrenticd] 3sic AWt || A Ericedad | -1avel
SSESSE: of Error PP gkt Standards Standards 182 of Error P Standards Standards 187
Scale Score Range WANH-XNNN 0000000 | 2000020000 | xo-3000 | X000 | X000 Scale Score Range AINXIOO0K ANNH-H000C | 2000020000 | MN00-20000 | 00000 | XK KKK
2007 95,9080 | oo | o000 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 2007 | 999,958 | oo | ooo-x000 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
* Ho. of Scale Score Performance Levels * No. of I Scale Score Performance Levels
Year | Students " - Year | Students - =
** Margin .  Faci 2-Met 1-Exceeded Levels Margin - P 2-Met 1-Exceedad Levels
Assessed| Mean|  ErS L 4 Apprentice]  3-Basic | g e, | lgEReren 183 Assesscd Mean|  op - |4-Apprentice| 3-Basic | g iarde | Standards 182
Scale Score Range WNNH-HONK HOOE-1000C | A0000-20000 | 2000010000 | 2000020000 | XO-XNNK Scale Score Range KHHK IO HOO-XRKK | 2cexx-200ex | XXKK-000C | d000-NXKK | HX0X-XHHHK
2007 | 999,999 | oo | xoooe-0oo 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 2007 =

* Includes all administrations. e 4 :
* This is the likely range within which the trus mean scale score would = =MNo summary scores provided if <10 students

fall for the students list=d on this report.
DCue to rounding, percents may not sum fo 100%.
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Education

District Mame: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL

Cistrict Code: 00040

Michigan Merit Examination

SCHOOL SUMMARY REPORT

All Students

Grade 11
Spring 2007
Initial Administration

1UATLE

Michigan Merit Examination

School Mams: SUPERIOR HIGH SCHOOL
School Code: 34567

No. of
Strand/Domain Students | Mean |Possible Percent of Students Scoring in Each Raw Score Range
Assessed Points | Paoints
Reading 0 1-10 | 11-20 | 24-30 | 31-40 | 41-50 | 51-60 | 61-70
Meaning and Communication 999,995 20 g 0 0| 100 0 a 1] [i] a
Literature 999,999 141 40 0 a 1] 0o 0
Genre and Craft of Language 993 995 11.2 B0 0 i) 1] 0 | 100 1] 0
Depth of Understanding 999 999 13.2 5 0 100
Writing 0 1-10 | 11-20 | 21-30 | 31-40 | 41-50 | 51-60 | 61-70 | 71-80 | 81-90 | 91-99%
Meaning and Communication EEEREEE] B5.3 75 0 3 4 13 11 12 13 22 £ g 2
/7~ ™\
Wathematics I ~ \ 1] 1-5 610 | 1115 [ 16-20 [ 21-25 | 26-30 | 31-35 | 35-40
Pattems, Relations, Functions \ ©U ) 009 999 7.1 15 15 35 2 10
Geometry and Measurement 9893 535 22 6 40 0 25 10 S 10 1] 5 25 10
Diata Analysis and Statistics 995 9949 12.6 20 15 20 25 32 il
Mumber Sense and Numeration EEEREER] 7.8 20 30 35 20 8 7
Mumbers, Algebra & Analysis 9893 935 6.3 40 15 10 25 a 10 [i] 10 20 10
Probability and Discrate Math 295,999 23.5 10 12 3 E
Science 0 1-5 610 | 1115 | 16-20 [ 21-25 | 26-30 | 31-35 | 36-40
Construct Scientific Knowledges 999,995 246 40 3 7 15 D 20 0 33 i3 2
Reflect Scientific Knowledge 999,995 i7.2 40 T 3 14 ] 20 1] 33 5] 0
Uze Life Science Knowledge 999,999 o4 1 27 23 33 17
Use Physical Science Knowledae 999,995 31 12 30 27 22 18
Uszz Earth Science Knowledgs 999,993 E.3 i2 25 32 2 12
Social Studies 1 2 4 5 [ 7 [ 9 10
History 995,935 4.2 i0 33 12 27 7 ] 4 0 0 1
Geography 995,995 2.6 1 11 27 25 1] 2 7 1] 2 1
Civics 095 935 35 10 12 8 15 21 0 [i] 3 1 0
Economics 995,999 1.9 10 29 31 3 5] 1] 3 5 1 1
Ingquiry 999,935 2.7 & 13 20 22 10 1
Dizcourze & Decision Making 995 999 1.7 10 12 18 17 i1 T 3 1 1
Mean Percentage of Student Responses Number of Students Receiving
D Srore Receiving Each Score Point Condition Codes
2 3 1 4 1 s 3 7 | 8 [ 8 [ 10 11 [ 12 01 | 02
Writing — 74 [ 12 [ 11 [ 15 | 43 g8 | 6 [ 7 [ B8 | 4 | 5 EEERE] | H99,999

Percentage of Student Responses Number of Students Receiving Number of Students Receiving
E g-'fean Receiving Each Score Point Condition Codes Comment Codes
e o 1 2 3 4 5 6 A B C 2 3 g B

Writing 47 5 11 16 17 22 15 14 995,999 995 999 | 999,999 999.999 | 999,955 999.95% 999 995
Social Studies 39 5 17 15 22 9] 22 oooooo | 093 g9gg | 998,999 099,999 | D9a aog

Dv 4 1o 101 Page 2 of 4
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Michigan Merit Examination

Comprehensive Report

The Comprehensive Report provides a comparative set of mean scale score information for the grade level
in the entire district and for each school in the district (for a district report). For an ISD report, it provides
the data for the ISD as a whole and for each district in an ISD. It also includes the percentage of students
in each school at each performance level. A sample district comprehensive report is provided on the
following page.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the student population included in the report, grade level,
assessment cycle, and ISD name and code.

Section B of a district comprehensive report provides a row of data for the district, a blank row, and a
row of data for each public school within the district. Each row includes the number of students assessed,
the mean scale score and the percentage of students at each performance level along with the percentage
of students who achieved a Level 1 or 2.

For an ISD comprehensive report, there is one row of data for the ISD, a blank row, one row for each
district in the ISD, a blank row, and one row for each public charter academy in the boundaries of the ISD.
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g\ DISTRICT COMPREHENSIVE REPORT DRAFT W

MICHIGAN N All Students ichicjan Mt Exa
Educati
cation Grade 11
I1SD MName: WANTTOBETTER PUBLIC SCHOOL Sprlng 2007
15D Code: 00040
READING WRITING TOTAL ELA
Mo. of |Mean Percent at No_of | Msan Percent at Mo. of [ Mean Percent at
Students | S¢308 | | gyl | Level | Level | Leval Students | Scale | Leyal | Level | Leve! | Leval | Levels| Students | Scale | | ayel | Lavel | Laval | Leval | Levels
Assessed | Score 4 3 2 1 Assessed | Score 4 3 2 i 1 & 2 "|Assessed| Score 4 2 2 1 182"

0% 0% 100%| 0%

295 100%| 0% 999,935 12 100%| D%

SCHOOL NAME 1

SCHOOL NAME 3 999,955 100%

925999

999,999

SCHOOL NAME 5

SCHOOL NAME 11

100% | 599,933

SCHOOL NAME 13

E‘EHOTE‘T; LE":EIEt * Parcent proficient may not equal the sum of level 1 & level 2 due to rounding.
1 - Exceeded Mich igan Standards < = Mo summary scores provided i <10 students.

2 - Met Michigan Standards

3 - Basic

4 - Apprentice

o) St Spring 2007 Run Date: 05/01/01 batchioxdstscheode-D000000
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Michigan Merit Examination

CONTACT INFORMATION

High school administrators, teachers, and counselors should become familiar with the report layouts and
information contained in this document. If you have questions after reviewing this Guide to Reports, or
need additional information about MME administration procedures, content, scheduling, appropriate
assessment or accommodations for students with disabilities, or the English Language Learner (ELL)
Program, please contact the Michigan Department of Education, Office of Educational Assessment and

Accountability, using the contact information listed below.

Office of Educational Assessment and Accountability

Edward Roeber, Senior Executive Director
Marilyn Roberts, Director
Joseph Martineau, Manager, General Assessment
William Brown, Coordinator, Test Development
James Griffiths, Manager, Assessment Administration and Reporting
Patricia King, Department Analyst, MME Administration and Reporting
Kyle Ward, Mathematics Consultant
Rodger Epp, Science Consultant
Ruth Isaia, Social Studies Consultant
Steven Viger, Psychometrician
Paul Bielawski, Manager, Educational Accountability
Peggy Dutcher, Manager, Assessment for Students with Disabilities Program
Phillip Chase, English Language Learners Assessment Specialist

Phone: 1-877-560-8378
Fax: 517-335-1186
Web site: www.michigan.gov/mme
E-mail: mme@michigan.gov
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